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ment. Another approach might 
be the establishment of a gov- 
ernmental foundation, per- 
haps with links to the existing 
Federal Inter-Agency Couneii 
on International Education 
and Cultural Affairs. 

Not New to U.S. 

Such a public-private body 
would not be new to the 
United States. Congress estab- 


lished the Smithsonian Insti- 
tution, for example, more than 
a century ago as a private 
corporation, under the guard- 
ianship of Congress, but gov- 
erned by a mixed public-pri- 
vate Board of Regents. 

The committee began a pre- 
liminary study of what might 
be the best method of meeting 
the present need. It is evident, 
however, that, because of the 


range both of existing 
it and private phii- 
< programs, the re- 
of alternatives and 
fTanflbng them is a task 
of considerable complexity. 
Accordingly, we do not believe 
that this exclusively govern- 
mental 'cdmnfittqe is an ap- 
riajer forwm 'for the task 
wj recommend, instead, 
apnointnfent 1 , of a larger 
group, ^cludipg individuals in 
- prjvate ii/e'wfth extensive ex- 
perience in this field. 

The basic principle, in any 
it,&rGiear. Such a new in- 
Wl^would involve gov- 
merit funds. It might well 
involve Government officials, 
ta gjgnjium rnust be placed 
ith vejjje n t of private 
feeni anil- the exercise of 
private judgments, for to be 
effpcjjjve, .At would have to 
recognized to 
(fferee of inde- 
pendence. 

The prompt creation of such 
an institution, based on this 
principle, * would fill an im- 
portant — and never more ap- 
?nt — national need. 

espectfully, 

John W.^rgner, 

Secretary of Health, 
Education and Welfare. 


Richard Helms, 

Director of Central 
Intelligence. , . 

Nicholas deB. Katzenbach, 
- Under Secretary of 
State, Chairman. 
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•0(5 the basis of our case- 
by-case review, W *expect 
that the process of termina- 
tion can be largely— perhaps 
entirely — completed by Dec. 
31 , 1967 . 

**If the Statement of Pol- 
icy is to be effective, it : must 
be rigorously enforced. In 
the judgment of this com- 
mittee, no programs cur- 
rently, would justify any ex- 
ception to this policy. At the 
same time, where the secu- 
rity of the Nation may be at 
stake, it is impossible for 
this committee to state cate- 
gorically now that there will 
never be a contingency in 
which overriding national se- 
curity interests may require 
an exception — nor would it 
be credible to enunciate a 


policy which purported to 
do so/’ ‘ ‘ v i 

We therefore recommend 
that, in the event of such 

unusual^ contingencies, the 
interdepartmental review 
committee be permitted to 
make exceptions to the 
Statement of Policy, but 
only where overriding na- 
tional security interests so 
require; only on a case-by- 
case basis; only where open 
sources of support are 
shown to be unavailable, and 
only when such exceptions 
receive the specific approval 
of the Secretaries of State 
and Defense. In no event 
should any future exception 
be approved which involves 
any educaitonal, philan- 
thropic or cultural organiza- 
tion. 




